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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1953 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SupcoMMITTrEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND Oruer INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met at 3:20 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 619, 
Federal Building, Foley Square, New York City, N. Y., Senator 
Herman Welker, presiding. 

Present: Senator Herman Welker, Republican, Idaho. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; J. G. Sourwine, special 
counsel ; Robert McManus, staff member. 

Senator WeLker. The meeting will come to order. 

Mr. Braden, will you rise and be sworn? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you will give before the committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Braven. So help me God, I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SPRUILLE BRADEN 


Senator Wetker. Will you state your name? 

Mr. Brapen. Spruille Braden. 

Senator WeLker. What is your residence, please ? 

Mr. Braven. 320 East 72d Street, New York City. 

Senator WeLker. And your occupation or profession ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. I am a consultant at the present time. 

Senator Welker. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Ambassador Braden, I wonder if you will relate to 
the committee by way of our qualifying you as a witness here today 
the experience that you have had in the diplomatic field, particularly 
as it relates to Latin America? 

Mr. Brapen. You want me to limit it to the diplomatic field or also 
to the business I did when I was in Latin America before I went 
into diplomacy ¢ 

Mr. Morris. You might give both. 

Mr. Brapen. I was born in Elkhorn, Mont., March 13, 1894. I 
first went to Latin America when I was7 years old, when I went with 
my father to Velardefia, Mexico, where he was general manager of 
the Velardefia Mining & Smelting Co. I then returned to school in 
Canada. When I was 10 years old I went to Chile, was in school in 
Chile for 21% years, when I returned to the United States to complete 
my education. I graduated from Yale as a mining engineer, returned 
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to Chile, where I was associated with my father in the mining business, 
particularly in the exploration for minerals, and the development of 
what is now the Andes Mining Co., the Santiago mining properties, 
and others. 

After 5 years I separated from the mining business. Meantime 
I had married Mrs. Braden, who was a Chilean by birth, and three 
children were born there. I returned to the United States in order 
to obtain the representation of the Westinghouse Co. in connection 
with the electrification of the Chilean State Railway. I still think 
that is the biggest electrification outside of the United States. I 
also obtained the financing for it. 

From that year, 1919, while a resident in the United States, I was 
largely interested in business having to do with Latin America. In 
1920, I did serve as—they called it a delegate, but really it was more 
of an adviser in the Pan American Financial Conference in 
Washington. 

In 1933 I was sent to the Montevideo Conference as a delegate. I 
was put in charge of all the financial and economic work for the 
United States delegation at that conference. 

I returned to Latin America, to Buenos Aires, the beginning of 
1935, was acting chairman of our delegation in the Pan American 
Commercial Conference. I came back to Washington—incidentally 
I was chairman of the Advisory Committee to the State Department 
on Latin American Affairs—and then I was sent as chairman of our 
delegation, which is something of an anomaly, because I was the only 
delegate—but chairman of our delegation, with rank of Ambassador, 
in the Chaco Peace Conference. 

From that time on until the end of 1938 I was entirely occupied 
in settling the war between Bolivia and Paraguay. 

From there I went as Ambassador to Colombia the beginning of 
1939, where I served for something over 3 years. 

l’rom there to Cuba as Ambassador, again for 3 years. From there 
to Argentina as Ambassador for a little over 4 months. 

I then returned to the State Department as Assistant Secretary 
of State, arriving in Washington the very last day or days of Sep- 
tember. I served until June 28 of 1947 as Assistant Secretary of State 
in charge of American Republic Affairs. 

There were several collateral posts, such as delegate to the Pan 
American Union, and things of that kind. 

And since that time I have been in business as consultant, and 
largely having to do with Latin Americans. 

That in very brief summary is my experience. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, our records show that Mr. Braden was 
the recipient of one of the security reports that has figured in the 
hearings to date. 

Mr. Braden, do you recall receiving a security report, an FBI re- 
port indicating that Communist agents had in fact infiltrated into 
the United States Government ? 

Mr. Brapven. Yes. In the latter part of 1945 after I returned to 
the State Department as Assistant Secretary of State, a report came 
across my desk, highly confidential—in fact, as I recall, I did not 
even show that report to Mr. Ellis Briggs, who was director, under me, 
of the Office of American Republics Affairs. He is now our Ambassa- 
dor in Korea. 
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Mr. Morris. Why didn’t you show it to him? 

Mr. Brapen. Because it was so highly confidential. As I recall, 
I did show it to Mr. James Wright, who not only was my assistant, 
but a man more or less I had brought wp. He had served as third 
secretary, and then second secretary under me, had been brought 
back to the State Department where he had been for a matter of a 
year or so. No, I am underestimating. He had been there something 
over 4 years at that time, and I had complete confidence in him, and 
I therefore showed it to him. 

This particular report was of interest to me in one particular, 
because it hit my responsibility in one point. It was a man whose 
name I don’t recall. Perhaps a check with Senator Ferguson would 
bring that out, because Senator Ferguson telephoned me in 1948 
asking the same question you have, beginning—would I come to 
Washington, he would like to have a discussion with me and the 
committee. I said I would be glad to, but if he could inform me 
in advance what it was about it might help me to refresh my memory, 
and he said what it was, and I said I remembered the report. It 
was not labeled FBI, but it was perfectly evident it was FBI. I 
have seen enough FBI reports so that I can recognize them. And 
there was this one man who was assigned to the Office of Latin 
American Affairs, and I think he came from the Coordinator’s office. 
I can’t remember his name. I called in Ellis Briggs as Director of 
the Office, and I said, “Better check on him because he is assigned 
to you.” 

Mr. Morris. May I interrupt there? Is it that you were taking 
particular cognizance of this one individual because he was serving 
under you at that time 

Mr. Brapen. No, he wasn’t serving under me. He had been as- 
signed to the office but was not yet ii the office, and I took particular 
cognizance of this report, because that is one place where I had 
the responsibility. Ellis Briggs came back, I think 24 hours later. 
It might have been 48, but I think it was 24, and he said, “Well, 


I have investigated this fellow and he definitely is a —— —.” And 
I said, “There is no conflict between being a — — — and being a 


Communist, so we don’t take him.’ 

That is the only man with whom we were directly concerned. If 
I had to make a statement as to whether Harry Dexter White was 
mentioned in that report I would say that probably he was, but I 
couldn't take my oath on it. 

Mr. Morris. Can you remember any of the names ? 

Mr. Brapen. I remember very definitely, and the name that inter- 
ested me most was the name of Alger Hiss, his wife, and his brother, 
Donald Hiss, because Alger Hiss occupied a very important position 
in the Department of State. He had been the secretary general of 
the Conference on the Organization of the United Nationa. Being 
the secretary general of one of those big conferences is a v itally i impor- 
tant post, no question about it. And ‘also, for instane e, in the meet- 
ings of the staff committee he would come in almost continually and 
sit in the back of the room when the most top-secret matters were 
being discussed. His post is occupied today by an Assistant Sec retary 
of State, although he didn’t have that title. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you observe Mr. Hiss occupying that ee at 
secretaries’ meetings subsequent to the time of reading the report? 

Mr. Braven. At the staff meetings, yes, and also, Mr. Acheson, who 
was the Under Secret: ry of State, and very frequently Acting Secre- 
tary of State while Mr. Byrnes was away on trips to Europe, used to 
have a meeting every morning in his room, at which all the different 
chiefs of the other offices and divisions, Jimmy Dunn, who was Assist- 
ant Secretary of State for Europe and Asia, while I was for the 
American Republic Affairs, I believe, attended those meetings when 
in Washington, but he was away a large part of the time and there- 
fore his three deputies, Mr. M: ithews, for E surope, Mr. Loy Henderson 
for the Near East, and Mr. John Carter Vincent for the Far East. 
And then they had some people from the Economic Division. Will 
Clayton, I believe, went frequently, and his alternate, Mr. William 
Thorp, who was Assistant Secretary, and various others. 

With, I think, only one exception, and that for a few minutes only, 
I never attended those meetings. I was never asked to go, and I was 
happy not to. 

Mr. Morris. But you do know Alger Hiss was there? 

Mr. Braven. I am sure Hiss was there continually. The only time 
I ever saw one of those meetings was when I was called down in connec- 
tion with something that had come up on American Republic affairs 
as interrelated to European affairs. But was reliably informed that 
he was there all the time. All of us, of course, knew Alger Hiss was 
highly important and very influential in the Department, and there- 
fore when I saw his name in this, as you call it, the FBI report, and 
I am sure it was, I was tremendously interested in seeing it there. 

Mr. Morris. And in all your observations of Alger Hiss from 
that time on you were mindful of this particular security report ¢ 

Mr. Braven. Frankly, I was not, because subsequently, and I refer 
to the instance here in connection with Panama bases, I had a very 
severe run-in with Mr. Hiss, and in the light of hindsight, there is 
no question about it that Mr. Hiss was going down the Soviet line. 
I can tell that story now, or perhaps you would rather have me come 
to it later in the statement which I have prepared here. But it was 
perfectly evident he was going down the Soviet line. As I say, in 
the light of hindsight, yet at that point, despite the fact that he had 
been in this report, it didn’t click with me at the time. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Braden, in March of 1942, you were the Ambas- 
sador to C uba, were you not, United States Ambassador ? 

Mr. Brapen. Not in March. I left Colombia in March 1942. I 
came back to the State Department, and I was in and around Washing- 
ton and New York, mostly in Washington, in the period of instruction, 
as they call it, in other words, studying up on conditions in Cuba, 
until approximately the middle, a little after the middle of May, 
when I went to Cuba as Ambassador. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you know of a mission, a Treasury Depart- 
ment mission, to Cuba, the head of which mission was Harry Dexter 
White ? 

Mr. Braven. Yes, very definitely. I have always made it a point 
before I went to a post to take that period of instruction with inten- 
sive study to acquaint myself with all of the problems which I might 
confront in the country to which I was accredited. When I returned 
to Washington from Colombia—and in that study I almost immedi- 
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ately found that there had been this mission to Cuba headed by Harry 
Dexter White, who was, I think at that time, Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. There was a Mr. Struther or Strouther that I remem- 
ber was from the Federal Reserve Board, and I think the total number 
of the mission was five, and they were all supposedly financial and 
monetary experts. 

Mr. Morris. But White was the head of the mission ? 

Mr. Brapven. Definitely he was the head of the mission, and 
was referred to—it probably had some such technical name as Study 
of the Monetary and Financial Problems of Cuba—or whatever the 
name was, I don’t remember—but by everyone it was referred to as 
the White mission, and it was the White mission’s report. So, of 
course, I immediately asked for a copy of that White mission report, 
which would be of great interest to me as the Ambassador Designate 
to Cuba. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, in connection with your forthcoming 
assignment as Ambassador to Cuba, you wanted to find out what 
the report was of this financial mission headed by Harry Dexter White 
which had been filed with the Department ? 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. It had been submitted to the Cuban Govern- 
ment, and, as I learned in Washington, was already in the process of 
going into legislation. It had already been submitted by the Cuban 
authorities to the Cuban Congress. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, the Cuban authorities, specifically the 
Cuban Legislature, had already taken action on the basis of the recom- 
mendations made by 

Mr. Brapen. Action was already under way on the report. When I 
endeavored to get it, and, as I say, I was around Washington and New 
York for at least 6 weeks, I would say, I was unable to get a copy of 
the White mission report until the afternoon of the day “before I left 
to goto Cuba. I read this report on the train going down to Miami, 
und I was shocked by its contents. I do not pretend to be a monetary 
or central banking expert by any manner or means, but even I as a 
layman, being acquainted with the conditions that I had to face in 
C ubs a, I could. see that this was completely crazy and cockeyed, in my 
opinion. 

Mr. Morris. When you say that, will you be more specific, Mr. 
Braden ? 

Mr. Brapen. Well, they had a series of things in it that the wildest- 
eyed people, I don’t think, would have tried to put into the New Deal, 
or if they did try, they were quickly beaten on it. 

I remember in particular one condition in that White mission report, 
the recommendation which allowed the proposed Central Bank to 
finance, employing up to 15 percent of its capital—it may have been 

capital and surplus, but at least of its capits ‘a, a whole series of sub- 
sidiary banks, an agricultural bank, a crop bank, a minerals bank, 
and apparently pretty much any kind of a bank that they wanted 
to. They could finance in this manner without limitation as to the 
number of new institutions and it was perfectly evident that they 

could bankrupt the country if this report’s recommendations were to 
be accepted. 

I was so concerned after reading this report that one of the first 
things I did on reaching Havana was to examine as quickly as I could 
the conditions there, and everything confirmed my opinion, to such an 
extend that I went to the Prime Minister, Dr. Carlos Prio Saladrigas, 
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whom I consider one of the finest statesmen we have in this hemi- 
sphere, and I told him that I was shocked by this report. I understood 
that it had probably gone through 2 debates, out of the 3 debates. In 
each chamber there had to be 3 debates. The first is preliminary, the 
second is the really important one, and the third one is to cover the 
finishing touches. I am not sure it was so far advanced, but it looked 
as though it might become legislation. And I said I was very much 
concerned in what it would do to Cuba in bankrupting the country. 
The prime minister expressed great surprise, and said, “Your prede- 
cessor, under instructions of the State Department, has been pressing 
us to get this through. He has told us this was considered as a war 
measure, as a part of the war collaboration of Cuba with the United 
States.” 

Senator WeL_ker. Who was your predecessor ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. Mr. George Messersmith. 

“Furthermore, our Ambassador in Washington, Mr. Concheso, is be- 
ing called on alternately, one day by the Treasury Department, and 
the next day by the State Dep: irtment, and he is told this is practically 
a “must.” “So you astonish me when you tell me this should not go 
through.” 

I said, “Let’s take a look at it.” And I went through the report 
article by article with the Prime Minister, and when I got through 
he agree 1d with me. He said, “I will immediately take this up w ith 
President Batista, and we will stop this legislation.” 

And that is what happened. When that hi ippened, and this is very 
interesting 

Mr. Morris. Excuse me, Mr. Braden. 

Senator Welker, exhibit No. 298 in the Investigation of Interlocking 
Subversion in Government Departments is a letter from Sumner W elles 
to Harry D. White, dated Washington, December 30, 1941, Depart- 
ment of State. 


My Dear Mr. Wauarre: It is a pleasure to inform you that the Government of 
Cuba has indicated to the Department its satisfaction with the naming of your- 
self and Messrs. Eddy and Spiegel, of the Treasury, and Messrs. Walter R. 
Gardner and George B. Vest, of the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, as a technical mission in compliance with its request for assistance 
in connection with monetary and banking questions. Your assignment to this 
mission is consequently effected in accordance with the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury of September 25, 1941. 

You will act as chief of the mission and direct the work of its other members. 

The Cuban Government has been informed that the mission will arrive in 
Habana during the first week in October. Upon your arrival there you should 
report to the Honorable George S. Messersmith, Ambassador of the United 
States to Cuba, who will introduce you to the appropriate Cuban officials. The 
mission will be responsible to Ambassador Messersmith, and you should obtain 
his approval of any informal recommendations involving questions of policy 
which the mission may propose to make to the Cuban officials. Formal recom- 
mendations should be prepared for transmittal to the Cuban Government through 
the Department of State. 

I wish you a pleasant journey and every success in the mission. 

Sincerely yours, 





SuMNER WELLEs. 

Mr. Braden, was that the same mission ? 

Mr. Brapen. That is the same mission. 

Senator We.xer. Let the record show that that will be incorporated 
as a part of the record at this point. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us, Mr. Braden, what events followed 
your intervening in the matter of the recommendations of the White 
mission ¢ 
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Mr. Brapen. Well, after the Prime Minister obtained the consent 
of the President and this project of law, as they call it there, was with- 
drawn from the Congress—I say after, it may have been about the 
same time. At any rate, after the Prime Minister had assured me 
this would be done, I wrote a long dispatch to the Department of 
State in which I told them what I had done, and why I had done it, 
outlining—I don’t know if that dispatch can be gotten out of the 
Department of State files. I have no copy myself. It would be inter- 
esting to analyze all the different points that I raised in connection 
with this bad legislation, as I considered it. 

I wrote this long dispatch to the Department of State stating why 
I opposed this, and what I had done in connection with it. I simul- 
taneously—and I think this is very fortunate for me—sent a copy of 
that dispatch and a personal letter to the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Cordell Hull, in which I called his attention to the fact that among 
other things, the White report proposed to establish the Cuban cur- 
rency free from the dollar and to exclude the dollar from circulation 
in Cuba thereafter, as it has been, and as a matter of fact, for all prac- 
tical purposes it is today. One of the things that Cordeil Hull had 
been seeking for years was the freeing of trade everywhere, and one of 
the greatest obstacles he had run into was the exchange controls. And 
I pointed out to the Secretary that here was one country that didn’t 
have any exchange controls, whereas, pursuant to this White mission 
report we very soon probably would have exchange controls, so we 
would be defeating the very purpose of freeing trade that he had been 
making a fight for. 

Shortly thereafter I received—I think it was a telegram. It might 
have been an airogram. I don’t know if you are familiar with the 
difference. An airogram is drafted in the same way but is sent by 
pouch, and in the case of Cuba, by the time a message goes through a 
coding and decoding it is just as expeditious to send it by airogram. 

So I am not sure which it was. But it was one of the most abrupt 
and insulting messages, I might say, that I ever received, because they 
told me I was completely out of order, that this was none of my busi- 
ness, that Cuba had a sovereign right to establish her own currency, 
which I had not questioned, and that I was to go back to the Prime 
Minister and reverse everything I had said, to completely pull myself 
out of the question as being none of the business of the American 
Ambassador to opine either on monetary or central banking affairs 
in Cuba, and they included a phrase—I don’t remember the exact 
expression, but the implications of it at any rate were that self- 
evidently I had been the pawn and the stooge, and whatnot, of the 
New York bankers, particularly the three large American banks with 
branches in Cuba, the National City, the Chase, and the First of Bos- 
ton, and in this particular matter that I was playing their game. 

Senator WeLker. Who sent you this airogram or telegr: am ? 

Mr. Braven. This came from the State Department, ‘and like all 
messages from the State Department it was signed “Cordell Hull.” 
You would have to go to the file copy to see who drafted it, and I am 
sure Cordell Hull never saw that particular message in his life. I 
have my own reason to believe who it was who drafted it, but it came 
to me in the insulting terms signed “Hull.” Now, you can ‘check in the 
files and find out who it was that drafted that. 


9 
* 
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Senator We.ker. Do you care to tell the committee who you think 
drafted it ? 

Mr. Brapen. I haven’t the slightest question of doubt in my own 
mind that Laurence Duggan either drafted that message or certainly 
participated in the drafting, perhaps with Mr. White and perhaps 
even with others. 

Senator We_xer. Laurence Duggan? 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Senator Wreiker. Counsel, do we have information for the record 
on Laurence Duggan ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have considerable reference to Mr. 
Duggan in the course of the Institute of Pacific Relations hearing. 


—— 


Mrs. Hede Massing, who had been a member of the Communist under- 
ground in Washington, testified as follows: 


Mrs. Massino. Why, of course. For example, when I had achieved this and 
later on had achieved soliciting Laurence Duggan into my apparatus I was 
given honor, I was recognized as a fine comrade. 


Senator Smith had asked the question, and he said: 


That is what I thought you meant. I wanted to bring it out. 
Mr. Morris. You mentioned Laurence Duggan. Did you have the assignment 
of recruiting Laurence Duggan into the apparatus? 


(And that is the Soviet apparatus operating in Washington.) 


Mrs. Massino. Yes; after I had met him and had reported about bim. 

Senator FerGuson. Was he then with the State Department ? 

Mrs. Massine. Then he was with the United Nations. 

Mr. Morris. That is the League of Nations? 

Mrs. MAssinG. The League of Nations. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about Laurence Duggan? 

Mrs. MAssina. Yes. I had met Duggan through | Noel] Field. 

Mr. Morris. What was he doing at the time? 

Mrs. MASSING. He was the head of the Latin-American Department in the 
State Department 

Mr. Morris. Will you develop that for us, Mrs. Massing, please? 

Mrs. Massina. I am sure that this was Laurence Duggan to whom you were 
referring, Senator, when you were speaking about the dead. 

I will skip the next. It is irrelevant to this particular thing. 

Mr. Morris. As the chairman has stated, we are doing this not to pass judg- 
ment on someone in the past but to determine whether or not there is a present- 
day conspiracy. So strictly in the light of that, will you tell us what your 
relationships have been with Laurence Duggan? 

Mrs. Massin@. I will. 

Senator Frercuson. At all times, of course, you understand you are under 
oath? | 

Mrs. Massinea. Yes, I knovy that. 

Senator Fercuson. And the dead have no opportunity to rebut it, as the chair- 
man has said. So you will give us just the facts? 

Mrs. Massina. Senator, I am not afraid; I am just sad. 

Senator Ferauson. I understand. 

Mrs. MAssInG. I met Duggan through Field. He was a close friend of the 
Fields. They lived together in one house. Duggan has about a similar back- 
ground as Field, Quaker family, well-to-do, highly intellectual, very fine, straight- 
thinking men at the time, as I thought. 

Duggan when I met him seemed very interested in my ideas. He knew a 
great deal about the Soviet Union. He knew a great deal about fascism in 
Germany. He knew a great deal about the details and the technique of the 
fight against fascism. I did not need to work with Duggan as I did with 
Field. Duggan was much easier for me to reach. It took only a few weeks, 
probably not more than three or four meetings. 

You understand, after my first meeting with a man like this I reported to 
my superior in great detail who the man was, what his position was, what his 
background was, and what his thoughts were at present. Then I got an okay 
and I would go ahead and see the man again and speak to him generally. 
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With Laurence Duggan after a few meetings I suggested to him to be of help 
to us and he consented. He made very specific demands. He, too, said he would 
neither have nor be willing to give me secret documents but that he would be 
quite willing to meet a person and he was quite pleased about the decentraliza- 
tion of the apparatus, and that the person would not be I and that I would 
not know who the person was that would work with him. But he was willing 
to meet this person regularly, probably once a week or once in 2 weeks, and 
give him for some time verbal reports. The man or woman would have to be 
a shorthand person, would have to be able to write shorthand, and would have 
to know English well. He made it quite clear he would not have enough time 
to bother with translations and involvements. 

Senator Frercuson. Is there any doubt in your mind that Field and Duggan 
knew you were a Communist? 

Mrs. MAssi1naG. No. 

Senator Ferauson. And in an apparatus for the Communists? 

Mrs. Massina. No. That I made quite clear to both of them. I did not say 
I was a Soviet spy, but I said I was a member of an apparatus doing this specific 
work. Whether it was clear to them this was espionage, I am not certain, 
though I would assume they must have known. 

Senator Ferauson. What was this material you were to get from them out 
of the State Department? 

Mrs. Massina. That I don’t know, Senator, because I never saw it. 

Senator Ferauson. What did you tell them you wanted? 

Mrs. Massina. I told them I would want to know all news, all information 
relating to the Soviet Union, to our attempts. I didn’t say military secrets, 
because I wasn’t told to ask that. I would just propose what I was told to 
propose, to give me all news, all information that would be relative to the 
Soviet Union. 

Then later on in the testimony Mrs. Massing said that she did turn 
over Laurence Duggan to the apparatus, and that she then dropped 
out of the whole proc ‘eedings. It was her job only to recruit. 

And Whittaker Chambers has also testified about Laurence Duggan 
being in the Communist underground. We have that in the record. 

Mr. Brapven. Do you want me to continue? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, please continue. 

Mr. Brapen. Well, I replied in a very—not insulting, but a very 
firm telegram to the State Department, in which I tried to show 
my resentment for the implications about the New York bankers, 
because, as a matter of fact, and I stated in the telegram, I had not 
shown the dispatch or discussed the matter with the bankers until 
after I had sent in the dispatch. At that time I called in the bankers, 
and as a matter of fact, the managers of the three American banks 
in Cuba—Mr. Rosenberg, I think, was his name at the time, who 
was vice president of the Chase National Bank, and a very able man 
who has since died, Mr. Carter, and I have forgotten the names of 
the other two managers there, and we had luncheon in a —— 
room in a restaurant, and they were enormously elated to learn 
the position I had taken, because they had been very much meiiel 
about this proposed legislation, and they confirmed I was right in 
every particular. 

I went on to say that for the reasons stated in my telegram I 
was opposed to this legislation, and would not go back to the Prime 
Minister and withdraw from my position because so long as I was 
Ambassador to Cuba I was going to stand on that position, because 
self-evidently, if the bad results were to flow from the White mis- 
sion recommendations that I foresaw, it would seriously affect our 
relations with Cuba, it would lead the country into economic chaos 
and bankruptcy, and therefore our relations would be adversely 
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affected, and my job as Ambassador was to promote friendly relations 
with Cuba, and therefore I would not do it. 

I think the thing that saved my neck at the time was my message 
to Cordell Hull. I have never been able to confirm that even in 
conversations with the Secretary, excepting indirectly. But I am 
quite satisfied that was what did it. 

In the reply I received from—first of all, I omitted one thing. This 
man Struther—he isn’t mentioned in the list you read, but as I re- 
member, he was a member of the mission, certainly high up, and he 
was a director in the Federal Reserve Board in Washington at that 
time—Struther or Strouther. Tle came — n to Cuba in a naval uni- 
form, either senior grade lieutenant, or lieutenant commander, and 
he tried to argue the point with me on + thie monetary and banking 
situation. He was an expert, and he employed all of the language 
and all the technical knowledge that he had, which I couldn't pos- 
sibly follow, but he finally admitted that I was right on the proposi- 
tion, and he returned to Washington. 

It was then that I received a very short letter, I don’t think it was 
more than 21% or 3 lines, from Laurence Duggan, in which he said 
that it had been decided that I should say no more about the matter, 
and they would say no more about the matter. In other words, I 
had won the fight. It was dropped at that time. 

Mr. Morris. May I interrupt. We have asked the Treasury De- 
partment for the so-called White report. We have made an effort 
to obtain that from the Treasury Department, and we will initiate 
an effort to get it from the State Department, to make it a part of 
the record. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I will set in motion a re- 
quest to ask for the dispatch of Mr. Braden which he has referred 
to in his testimony, and if that is obtained, may that go into the 
record at this time? 

Senator Weixer. It will be inserted. 

Mr. Brapen. I would like to make one observation. I think at least 
part of that dispatch ought to be in the executive session, or 
confidential. 

Mr. Morris. In other words it should go into the record subject to 
security screening ? 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. May I ask you, how you know it was Laurence Duggan 
who was responsible ? 

Mr. Brapen. Well, I said I wasconvinced. I can’t say that I know. 
But it was rather significant that—perhaps this takes a little bit of 
telling, the history of my relationship with Larry Duggan. Mrs. 
Braden tells me she is ver y sure, and she has a be tter memory than I, 
and she knew we had met Larry Duggan at the Chilean E mbassy i in 
approximately 1932. She was quite sure we had met Larry Duggan. 
I don’t recall that. I remember meeting him first when I came “back 
from the Chaco Peace Conference, and by that time he had had this 
tremendous rise—he had just shot up like a rocket. He was a great 
favorite with Under Secretary Welles. And I met him there. And 
he was always most cordial and most cooperative. I knew that he was 
a leftist. I need not say I had no suspicion of just what was brought 
out in the testimony of Mrs. Massing, but he leaned over backward to 
facilitate matters, to be nice in every way that he possibly could. 
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I learned of his leftism in, for instance, one instance, when a man 
by the name of Fahy was sent to Colombia, and Ruth Shipley spoke 
to me and said, “You are going to get this bad egg, and he shouldn't 
go to Colombia, but the people upstairs (i. e., Duggan and his assist- 
ants) insist upon his going.” And, of course, none of us was as alert 
in those days to communism as we are now. However, when I came 
back from Colombia and transferred to Cuba, Larry Duggan asked 
me to come out and stay at his house, be his house guest while in Wash- 
ington. I didn’t accept. I stayed at the Metropolit: in Club. But, 
for instance, he insisted the first night I was in Washington, Sunday 
night, that I should dine with him and I did dine with him. And 
there was really what I thought was genuine friendship established 
between us as we cooperated in the various jobs, and he occupied a 
position which was equivalent to the position I later occupied as 
Assistant Secretary in charge of Latin-American Republic affairs. So 
he was, in a way, my immediate superior—actually, he wasn’t, I out- 
ranked him. But that was the arrangement. 

From the moment he wrote that one letter to me, that friendship 
was cut as if by a knife. From that moment forward there was noth- 
ing but acidity, enmity, and actual attempts to get me out of the 
service. 

Mr. Morris. That originated from Mr. Duggan ? 

Mr. Brapven. That origianted from Mr. Duggan, and the friend- 
ship was cut as if by a knife. 

Mr. Morris. He held what position at that time? 

Mr. Brapven. I think by that time—I am not sure of titles, they 
change titles so often. I think his title was political adviser to the 
Secretary on Latin-American affairs, either then or immediately after 
that. The title really doesn’t matter too much. But that was the 
position he had. He was the top dog on Latin-American affairs. 

Mr. Morris. If it is mentioned as head of the Latin-American Af- 
fairs Department would that be the same thing ? 

Mr. Brapen. Well, that would be the same thing. They started 
out and they had divisions, then they created offices, and you can’t 
tell what they are going to do next. 

Mr. Morris. There could be no doubt, if you talk of Laurence 
Duggan as head of the State Department as an adviser to the Presi- 
dent on Latin-Americ: in affairs 

Mr. Braven. To the Secretary—not the President. 

Mr. Morris. That is essentially the same position; is it not? 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. He was—Sumner Welles, of course, had great 
interest in Latin America, but Duggan was the top one exclusively on 
Latin-American affairs. 

Now, there was a series of other things that might have added to 
it, but from that time on there was very definite opposition to me by 
all the Communist element, and there were such surprising things. I 
had an experience which I only got the explanation of recently. After 
the 1944 election when all the ambassadors sent their resignations in 
to the President, I unfortunately can’t recall the names of two men— 
Jim Wright might have been one of them, and I spoke to a man today 
that I thought might have been one of the men that came to Cuba, 
but there were two different sources through which I was told, “Look 
out, get back to Washington, and mend your fences because David 
Niles is out to cut your head off and get you out of the ambassador- 
ship.” 
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Mr. Morrts. Who is David Niles? 

Mr. Brapen. That is what I said. I have since learned that David 
Niles was one of the anonymous advisers to the President, and was 
occupying that position up to a couple of years ago, and from all I 
heard of him he was probably just about in the same class as Duggan 
and White and the rest of them. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t know anything first-hand on that? 

Mr. Brapen. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have here from the records of the 
State Department a resignation of Laurence Duggan, dated October 
5, 1944, a resignation which the Secretary of State had approved at 
that time, and his position at that time is listed as Director of the 
Division of Latin-American Republic Affairs. 

Now, was that an important position ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. Oh, as I said before, up to the time of his resignation, 
Larry Duggan, if you make the sao exception of Sumner We Hes who, 
because of the interest he had in Latin-American affairs, did delve 
into it more than usually the Bede Secretary of State does, but with 
that one reservation, Laurence Duggan in the State Department was 
the top man on Latin-American affairs. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the staff of the subcommittee has spent 
extensive time with this particular witness, and it is very apparent 
that he has considerable testimony that he can give on ‘this whole 
question of Communist infiltration in Latin-American affairs. I 
would like to limit the examination today to cover three points about 
individuals whose cases are currently being considered by the sub- 
committee, and defer the extensive questioning on Latin-American 
affairs to some time after the first of the year. 

Senator Wevker. Very well. 

Mr. Braven. Might I, when you get through, make a brief state- 
ment which I have prepared ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Yes, I wish you would. 

Mr. Braden, one of the cases being considered by the subcommittee 
is the case of Maurice Halperin. Maurice Halperin has been named 
by two witnesses before the subcommittee as a member of the Com- 
munist underground. He held the position of head of the Latin- 
American Division of the Oflice of Strategic Services, and some time 
later was transferred to the State Department as head of the Latin- 
American Research and Intelligence Department. 

Now, did you encounter Maurice Halperin at any time? 

Mr. Braven. Yes. 

Mr. eante.: Tell us about that. 

Mr. Braven. I think I had better go into the details of that office, 
Research and Intelligence, later, because there is very much of a 
story connected with that which will take quite a time to tell, and I 
can go into that at a subsequent meeting. But suffice it for the moment 
to say that that office had been boiled down to a very small unit, but 
these people were assigned to the various other geographical oflices, 
such as mine, in the Department of State, and H: alperi in was assigned, 
having come to the State Department from the OSS, I think, to the 
Office of Research and Intelligence, and he served as sort of liaison 
between that office and my office. I remember he was brought in and 
was introduced presumably by Ellis Briggs as Director of ‘the Latin- 
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American Republic Affairs. I don’t recall seeing him a second time, 
although I might have. I just simply don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. You do know he held that position ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. I knew he held that position. I knew that Briggs 
reported to me that we expected very little from this office, we thought 
it was going to be a headache in many ways, and we didn’t like the 
set up at all, and Briggs came in, and was very pleasantly surprised 
at the fellow Halperin, said he seemed anxious to be cooperative. So 
I met him there once, maybe once or twice after that, but I don’t 
remember. 

Then I met him in 19—let me get my dates straight. I think it was 
in December 1950 or 1951, when I went to Boston University to give a 
lecture, and I found that he was the head of the Latin-American De- 
partment up there. In fact, he had written me before I went up there 
in connection with the lecture. But he apparently was very important. 
He was right there with the president of the university who intro- 
duced me when I spoke, and when Mrs. Braden and I went into the 
president of the university’s offices Halperin and 2 or 3 other professors 
trailed along. He was all over the place. 

That is all I can tell you about Mr. Halperin. I don’t know any- 
thing about his ideology. 

Mr. Morrts. When Mr. Halperin was asked to come before the 
committee during the past year, Mr. Chairman, he occupied the posi- 
tion as head of the Latin-American studies at Boston University. 
He was asked about the testimony of Mrs. Bentley and Nathaniel 
Weyl. Mrs. Bentley had testified he was a member of the Communist 
underground during the war and worked for her in Washington, 
and Nathaniel Weyl] testified he had been a member of the Texas and 
Panhandle branch of the Communist Party at some earlier time. 

Senator Wetker. That Mr. Halperin had? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Mr. Halperin, on being asked about his testi- 
mony, invoked the privilege under the fifth amendment. He also was 
asked if during the past year he had engaged in sabotage, and even in 
that he invoked the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Now, there is another individual that the subcommittee has been 
looking into recently, and that is Helen B. Tenney. Helen B. Tenny, 
according to the testimony of Mrs. Bentley, was a member of the 
Communist underground. Did you ever encounter her? 

Mr. Brapen. To the best of my knowledge I never encountered her 
in Washington. I might have, because when one is Assistant Secre- 
tary one meets many ‘different people and can’t possibly remember 
all of them. But I don’t think I did. 

I have met her several times here in New York in a passing way, 
but the interesting part of her situation is that on April 15 of this 
year I was elected president of the Pan-American Society of the 
United States, a social org: nization to promote friendship with the 
other American Republies. I was in Cuba at the time. I returned 
shortly afterward to New York, and the first day or so that I was 
back from Cuba, Mr. Jack O'Mara, whom I had ‘appointed as chief 
investigator of the New York City Anticrime Commission, of which 
I am chairman, and he isa former F BI man, and one of the best I have 
known, and who for the last 4 or 5 years before he came to us on the 
Anticrime Commission was on Communist investigation work here in 
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New York. Jack called me up and said, “Mr. Braden, are you com- 
ing by the Anticrime Commission today, or shall I come up to see you? 
I have something urgent to talk to you about.” I said, “I will be by.’ 
So I came by, and he informed me the FBI, out of friendship to me, 
called him and told him to inform me about this Helen B. Tenney, 
that she was one of the worst Communists, she and her husband, that 
were in this country, “very dangerous.” 

They gave a complete clearance to John J. Clisham, the FBI did, 
and this Helen B. Tenney was his No. 1 assistant—there was a No. 2, 
but she was No. 1, and if at any time in entertaining a president or 
a foreign minister of Latin America, or anything of that kind, he 
was sick she would replace him. She certainly had access to all the 
files. 

The minute I got the informtion, I called John J. Clisham, and 
instructed him to fire her. 

Mr. Morris. That was April or May ? 

Mr. Brapen. That was April or May. I can identify the case by 
checking my diary, or with Mr. John J. Clisham, because I think it 
was the day before we had a luncheon, and he fired her that very day 
that I called him. I had barely gotten the story from Jack when I 
telephoned him to discharge her, and he discharged her, and the 
next day we were having a luncheon, and I got the records and told 
some of my directors the story, and she was out. 

Perhaps it would be of interest to you—I have read from the testi- 
mony of your committee as to e xper ience, and I have one memorandum 
that Mr. Clisham prepared on that, and another memorandum of 
various recommendations that she got from the SSU, War Depart- 
ment, and the Short Wave Research, Inc., and so forth, and Mr. 
Clisham told me that simultaneously he had gotten a letter from the 
employment agency and a letter of recommendation, both from the 
OSS and the State Department as to her recommendation. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, before hiring Helen Tenney the Pan- 
American Society through its secretary had gotten an endorsement? 

Mr. Brapen. An endorsement, and as you can see, the most generous 
endorsement. 

Mr. Morris. And these are the endorsements ? 

Mr. Brapen. The second page is the endorsement, and the first 
page is her employment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may these documents go into the record 
at this point ? 

Senator Weixer. Without objection, they will be included. 

Mr. Morris. They are pertinent to the inquiry, I believe. 

(The documents follow :) 


HELEN B. TENNEY, 63 West 83p Street, New York, N. Y. 


BA, Carnegie Institute of Technology. Language: Spanish, French, knowl- 
edge of Italian and German. Shorthand, 110; typing, 65. 

War Department, Washington, D. C., November 1943 to August 1946, Edi_c cial 
analyst (chief of section) with SSU branch responsible for research and anal- 
ysis on and editing into finished report form of material on a geographic area 
embracing several European countries and territories, much of it received in 
foreign languages, and often in such raw state as to require complete rewriting. 
The material necessitated use of varied terminologies, such as military, legal 
medical, economic and industrial and treatment required assumption of full 
responsibility for interpretation. 
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Short Wave Research, Inc., New York City, November 1942 to liquidation 
June 1943. Administrative assistant in the interviewing, recruitment, and em- 
ployment of foreign personnel used by OWI. Compilation and writing of special 
reports as requested by OWI and other war agencies. 

Neighborhood Playhouse School, New York City, January-November 1942. 
School secretary, with special duties in the production and distribution of 
catalogs and announcements, and the writing and placement of publicity 
releases. 

Cue Magazine, New York City, 1989-41. Public relations and promotion, in- 
cluding responsibility for the magazine's booth at New York City Information 
Center, weekly reports used as leads for further advertising and editorial 
projects, and execution of a detailed study on the function and value of the 
magazine’s theater ticket service. 

Rainbow Room, Rockefeller Center, New York City—1934-37. 

Publicity assistant, writing news releases and other publicity, handling detail 
of direct mail and display promotion, and working with the advertising agency 
on matters of copy, layout, billings, ete. In direct contact with the press and 
with commercial and social organizations using the restaurant for promotional 
events. 

Free-lance experience includes research on and writing of background studies 
for the Radio Division, Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, and publicity 
features for Catholic Charities and the Stage Relief. 

References: Miss Irma Nelson, Susan Palmer Restaurant, 4 West 49th Street, 
New York City. 

Mr. Mortimer Glankoff, Cue Magazine, 6 East 39th Street, New York City. 

Miss Beatrice Howell, UNRRA, Washington, D. C. 

Spanish experience: Conversational, written translations, verbal translations, 
technical and other research (letter of reference available). 

Recommendation statements from original letters which can be furnished 
upon request. 

* * * has been my assistant in the publicity department of the Rainbow Room 
of Rockefeller Center * * * I am very reluctant to see her go, because she has 
been a clever, interested and valued assistant. 

During my absence on vacations, and at other times, (she) has been in charge 
of my office, sent out releases, approved advertisements; handled details of 
great variety and met press representatives with tact and skill. In particular, 
I have delegated her to attend to business matters conducted with the office 
and she is far brighter at these things than lam. * * * 


(Signed) Epwarp M. Seay, 
Publicity Director, Rainbow Room—Rainbow Grill. 


* * * was hired by me to do a complete research job on the history and 
present situation of Martinique. The work had to be strictly in line with the 
policy of this office, in addition to being slanted for radio use. In order to 
meet a radio deadline, it was necessary that the work be done rapidly without 
any loss of accuracy. It also entailed use of both English and French sources 
I found the completed story more than adequate and (her) ability to grasp 
the technique of radio research excellent. I might add that I found her con- 
scientious and most pleasant to work with. * * * 

(Signed) GasBrRIELLE Swapos, 
Research Unit, Radio Division, Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs. 


* * * has proven herself a highly able and conscientious worker. Aside from 
her technical secretarial qualifications, she has initiative and an analytical 
turn of mind which would make her very useful for research work, especially 
in fields requiring a knowledge of French and Spanish. (She) also showed 
special aptitude in handling people of all kinds and nationalities. We recom- 
mend her without reservation for any position that demands intelligence and 
responsibility. * * * 

(Signed) Marya M. Brow, 
President, Short Wave Research, Ine. 


* * * Before your departure, I want to take this opportunity to thank you 
for the excellent services you have rendered this organization, as well as to let 
you know how greatly they have been appreciated. Your conscientious attitude 
toward the duties you have performed, as well as the enthusiasm you have shown 
and your untiring efforts to get the job done, have been of material aid in our 
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work. It is a matter of deep regret to me that because of the stringent personnel 
limitations which have been placed upon us, it has been necessary to terminate 
your services * * *, 
(Signed) S. B. L. Penrosg, Jr., 
SSU, War Department. 

P. S. Recommended by: Walter Lowen Employment Agency, 420 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N. Y., Telephone: Murray Hill 9-2630. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let’s get the record clear. This is a report sub- 
mitted to whom ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. Of her experience, to Mr. Clisham. 

Mr. Sourwine. By whom ¢ 

Mr. Braven. By the employment agency from whom he got Miss 
Tenn \ 

Mr. Sourwine. What agency was it? 

Mr. Brapen. I don’t know. I can find out and let you know. 

Mr. Morris. But these are taken from the file of the Pan American 
Society of the United States ? 

Mr. Brapen. Those are taken from the files of the Society. Mr. 
Clisham, when I spoke to him on the telephone about this, told me 
there were some other letters, but apparently Miss ‘Tenney had taken 
those with her. 

Mr. Morris. And is the work of the Pan American Society of a 
friendship nature ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. No, excepting that somebody in there could, by being 
discourteous, by failing to acknowledge the communications from a 
foreign minister, or by in some telegram putting the wrong word, she 
could cause antagonism. 

Mr. Morris. Was classified material made available ? 

Mr. Brapen. No. 

Mr. Morris. Is that a meeting place of a channel through which 
Latin American diplomats make friends in the United States? 

Mr. Brapen. No, except that we give luncheons and dinners, and lay 
wreaths on the Bolivar iad San Martin statues, and so forth. Really, 
it is just to create friendship and take care of visitors who come to the 
United States. 

Mr. Morris. You said a minute ago that the FBI had given clear- 
ance to the secretary. You mean they had investigated ! 

Mr. Brapen. They had investigated, because immediately this 
thing came up about Miss Tenney, I was concerned about the rest 
of the staff, and I was told I need have no concern about Mr. Clisham, 
that he was a fine, patriotic American in the last war. 

Mr. Morris. The reason I asked that question is that our under- 
standing is that the FBI doesn’t give clearance. 

Mr. Brapen. Not a clearance, but I was told they were not con- 
cerned about him. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, they had investigated and submitted a 
report ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. Oh, yes. He was perfectly all right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. O’Mara, Jack O'Mara, he wasn’t a member of the 
FBI? 

Mr. Brapen. No. He left the FBI in May 1951. 

Mr. Morris. When he was telling you that Helen Tenney was an 
important Communist, so far as he knew, he could have been telling 
you about the published reports of this committee who indicated— 
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Mr. Brapen. Yes, he might have been, but I interpreted it as a 
very friendly act by various friends, including Jack O'Mara, to pre- 
vent my having any embarrassment. 

Mr. Morris. By this time, Mrs. Bentley had testified 2 or 3 years 
prior that Helen Tenney was a member of the underground apparatus ¢ 

Did you ever encounter Richard Post 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Just limiting the examination to this, what position 
did he have in the State Department ? 

Mr. Brapen. The first time that I met him was when I arrived in 
Buenos Aires as Ambassador, and he was a second secretary, and 
was particularly in charge of press and public information work. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I defer questioning Mr. braden 
on that particular witness until later ¢ 

Senator WeLkeER. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Morris. Gustavo Duran, 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What position did he have in the State Department ? 

Mr. Brapen. The first position that he had was in Cuba. I have 
got to give you a little explanation, because it wasn’t really a posi- 
tion, in the sense that you can say a second secretary, or commercial 
attaché. 

Mr. Morris. May I say at this time the reason I asked this particu- 
lar witness to defer the testimony about particular individuals and 
wanted to relate his testimony to the witnesses under consideration 
by the subcommittee, is that we want to get an indication of the Com- 
munist infiltration in Latin America. 

Mr. Brapen. Would you like me to reserve-—— 

Mr. Morris. I think the most important thing would be to indicate 
what position he did hold. Now, if that is important, by all means, 
put it in the record. 

Mr. Braven. | think it needs a little explanation. 

Mr. Morris. By all means. 

Mr. Brapen. There are about 300,000 Spaniards in Cuba, and the 
Prime Minister of Cuba told me in 1942—now, you have to get the 
picture that at that time boats were being sunk, not one, but sometimes 
several boats per day, and especially around Cuba, by submarines. 
It was a very serious situation. ‘The Prime Minister told me that he 
was very greatly concerned about some of the Spaniards in Cuba, 
very small in number, it might be 5 percent, or it might be a little 
more, 25,000, or 30,000, whatever it was, and that we should do some- 
thing about it. I had arranged for the FBI to put a unit in Cuba 
as quickly as possible, but Mr. Hoover had to make the selection of 
the proper personnel, get the ones that understood Spanish, the ones 
that could get along with the Cubans, and it took quite a time to pre- 
pare all that. We couldn’t wait for that. So what I did was to get 
eeneel Hemingway, the well-known author, who had been in Spain, 
knew the Spaniards, and he assembled in his home what we called the 
crime shop. I informed the Cuban authorities of what was going 
on. He had the most heterogeneous group of people you ever saw. 
He had Spanish noblemen, people oppcees to the Loyalists, down at 
the heels bullfighters, wharf rats, barkeepers—he had two priests, 


As I say, it was the most completely heterogeneous mixture of people 








1284 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


you ever saw, and he put them to work watching this situation. And 
Ernest Hemingway came to me afterward, after he had been at it a 
little while, and he said, “Look. I don’t know this situation well 
enough to do a completely satisfactory job. There is just one man 
you can get who can do it perfectly. That is Gustavo Duran. I have 
written about him in my book For Whom the Bell Tolls, in which 
I described him as a military genius. He comes from a good family. 
He remained as a Loyalist during the revolution, but at the end of the 
war when there was the break in the Loyalist Party, he got out of 
Spain on a British destroyer. He is the man you ought to have to do 
this work.” And that is the way he came to Cuba. 

Mr. Morris. Did you receive any proof whatever of the fact that 
Mr. Duran had in fact opposed the Communists 

Mr. Brapen. I never received any proof sale than the statement 

v him and by some others. 

"Mr. Morris. In other words, there is nothing you would call proof 
other than—— 

Mr. Brapen. I communicated with the State Department and I said 
that I would like to have him for this specific work in Cuba. Hem- 
ingway had told me that Duran had been working for Nelson Rocke- 
feller , 

Mr. Morris. Was he an American citizen ? 

Mr. Brapen. He had his second papers. At that time he actually 
had been loaned to the Pan-American Union, but whether it has any 
significance or not, Mr. Duggan jumped in and had him come right 
down in nothing flat to Cuba. He subsequently returned to Wash- 
ington in order to get his third papers, and when we got the FBI in, 
by that time I had found he was highly intellectual, highly cultured. 
He composed music and played music, was a music critic. He knew 
art and literature. I could dictate a speech in English and he would 
put it in beautiful Spanish. So he stayed on in that capacity. That 
is the reason I say I couldn’t describe his specific job, for he had no 
title or real position. 

Mr. Morris. Again I say I would like to defer following up this 
line of questioning because Mr. Duran is not under consideration by 
this committee at this time. 

Senator WELKER. on is right. 

Mr. Morris. On the basis of your experience outlined as it has 
been for this committee today, in your opinion does a threat exist 
from Latin America to the security of the United States? 

Mr. Braven. Very definitely. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. Brapen. I prepared a fairly brief statement, I don’t think 
it will take more than 10 or 12 minutes, which I would like to put 
in the record, if I may. 

Senator Wreixer. You may proceed. 

Mr. Brapen. The invitation to appear before this distinguished 
subcommittee of the United States Senate is an honor I I deeply ap- 
preciate. It isa privilege for any citizen to cooperate in the essential 
and patriotic work you gentlemen are doing. 

It is my wish in this and, if you are agreeable, ne ee hearings 
to obtain your earnest consideration of two interrelated threats to 
the very life of these United States: 
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I. The Moscow inspired conspiracy to destroy our country by 
spreading communism throughout the rest of this hemisphere; 

II. The fact that this undermining of our national security has 
been countenanced and even, at times, abetted by our own Govern- 
ment. This has been due largely to the invasion of Washington by 
shrewd and skillful individuals and groups, who hold and propagate 
ideas antagonistic to representative constitutional government and 
private property and enterprise. 

Whether or not I am competent to express an opinion on these 
matters, is for the honorable Senators to judge, based on my many 
years of successful experience in both business and diplomacy, mostly 
in, or having to do with, Latin America. I do submit, however, that 
no one, in either official or  gomenpe life, is more emphatic ally 
and more continuously than I, has sounded the alarm. 

The situation in respect of the growing menace of communism in 
this hemisphere as of last spring is summarized in a lecture, which 
I delivered on March 12 at Dartmouth College, entitled, “Syllabus 
on the Communist Threat in the Americas.” I respectfully request 
that this be included in the record of my testimony. 

Senator Wexker. It will be so included. 

(The document referred to appears on page 1290.) 

Mr. Brapen. In that lecture, I describe the growth of communism 
in the Americas and in particular I detailed the shocking domina- 
tion of Guatemala by Kremlin-directed Communists and the multiple 
and grave dangers thereby created for the American continents and 
the United States, for the Panama Canal and our gulf ports. 

Since March another American republic, in the very center of South 
America, has fallen under Marxian domination, Communistic pen- 
etration in the remaining countries to the south of us has reached 
such proportions as would, in all like ‘lihood, cripple the production 
and transportation of strategic materials which would be vital for the 
defense of the Americas in the event of a third world war. 

So alarmed had Guatemala’s four neighbors in Central America 
become that on July 10-12, 1953, their Foreign Ministers held an 
extraordinary conference in Nicaragua. There, they unanimously 
expressed their fears of Communist activities and in the Resolution 
of Managua agreed upon certain joint protective measures. I re- 
spectfully request that the translation of this document be made a 
part of the record. 

Senator Werxer. It will be so made a part of the record. 

(The document referred to appears on page 1299.) 

Mr. Brapven. The afore-described developments show that the sit- 
uation has continued to deteriorate over the past 9 months. The best 
that can be said is that had the British recently failed to suppress, by 
force, the Communists’ grab for power in Guiana, the Panama Canal 
would have been imperiled from the east as well as the west raising 
the danger of the Caribbean Sea becoming a Soviet lake. 

From this very brief résumé, I trust this subcommittee will agree 
that the growing threat of communism in Latin America merits your 

arnest consideration, if we are not to lose this hemisphere as we did 
China. 

From 1935 to early 1942 (while serving first as Ambassador in the 

Chaco Peace Conference, which settled the war between Bolivia and 
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Paraguay and, later, as Ambassador in Colombia) Soviet and Marxian 
activities were relatively unimportant in Latin America. We were 
far more preoccupied with the Axis. However, I did find it necessary 
occasionally to report on the Communists’ duplicity and their collusion 
with the Nazis. 

It was in May 1942, on my arrival as Ambassador in Cuba, that I 
became so seriously worried that in my first interview with the Prime 
Minister I expressed alarm in respect of communism. 

From 1942 on, I more or less continually reported to the Depart- 
ment my growing anxiety about the spread of communism in this hem- 
isphere. Also I person: ally conveyed memoranda on the subject to the 
responsible officials in the De partment and on one occasion spoke be- 
fore the Secre tary ’s staff committee, preside «d over by Under Secret: ry 
Stettinius. 

Parenthetically, I should like to make two observations : 

The Communist movement throughout Latin America during 
the period of my tour in Cuba, was directed from there by two 
Europeans, who took over after Oumansky’s death in Mexico. 

2. I was so fortunate in 1944 as to cause the dissolution of the large 
“front organization” known as the popular Anti-Fascist front. In 
so doing it was demonstrated that force is the only language under- 
stood by the U. S. S. R. representatives and their allies. 

My concern had so incre: on when I was Ambassador in Argentina, 
that on July 5 and 8, 1945, I addressed cables “Por the President 
and Secretary of State,” referring to my many previous warnings and 
urging that in view of Soviet activities throughout Latin America, 
the President and Churchill at Potsdam confront Stalin and demand 
he put an end to these Moscow-directed machinations. The fact, 
which I have checked, that Secretary Byrnes and, therefore presum- 
ably President Truman, never rece ‘ived these two telegrams, specifi- 
cally addressed to them on so important a topic, is a mystery which 
might be portentous. 

Similarly, it is significant that: (a) I never received any acknow]- 
edgment of my many communications on the dangers of communism; 
(>) after — a 2-year search, it required senatorial pressure to 
discover even 1 copy of an important memorandum of which I per- 
sonally had delivered several copies to the Department in January 
1945, leaving others in the Habana Embassy files. Apparently, other 
revealing documents I forwarded on this subject also are missing from 
the files. 

While serving as Assistant Secretary of State from October 1945 
to June 1947, I earnestly endeavored to mobilize our policies and 
actions against the spread of communism. Continually I ran into 
roadblocks, as for instance when several times I unsuccessfully tried 
to have the Inter-American Commission for Political Defense in 
Montevideo continued, but dedicating itself to Communist instead 
of Nazi subversion and espionage. Nor could I continue to retain 
the FBI in Latin America, where J. Edgar Hoover and his operatives 
had done an outstanding job. I could not assemble the strength to 
insure United States instead of Swedish control of an important tele- 
phone system in Latin America. My authority was insufficient to 
return tin purchases by our Government from Boliva to our widely 
proclaimed principles of a free market—this failure has cost us dearly. 
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True, in a few cases—such as the Habana Tramway seizure—with 
the assistance of old-line career and departmental officers, I was able 
to force satisfactory conclusions. (In a similar case while I was in 
Cuba, my successful efforts to protect the property rights of United 
States citizens were actually opposed by the Department. ) But even 
in such cases as these I had to fight off attacks by a motley array of 
representatives from other offices and divisions in the State Depart- 
ment and from outside departments and agencies. ‘These represent- 
atives all possessed authority and were uniformly antagonistic to pri- 
vate property. ‘They were, to say the least, socialistically inclined. 

One of my most disturbing experiences was when I sought to have 
the Acting Secretary of State reverse an unwarranted assumption of 
authority having to do with the area for which I was responsible. 
Despite the serious embarrassment this misuse of authority created 
in our relations with Panama in respect of military bases, it was Alger 
Hiss and not I who was sustained. It should be added that Hiss’ 
action was completely down the Soviet line. 

These frustrating experiences in the Department, coupled with con- 
sequent congressional disclosures of disloyalty by high officials, in 
considerable measure, I believe, explain my inability over the last 12 
years to induce those 1 responsible for the conduct of our foreign affairs 
to recognize the danger, formulate effective policies, and take adequate 
action. 

I am convinced that most of the disasters and difficulties which have 
plagued us in the past and continue to assail us abroad, may be at- 
tributed to (1) the swarm of new pe srsonnel now oper: ating, especially 
those having communistic or socialistic inclinations, in 'the field of 
foreign police; y, (2) our having so measurably adopted a multilateral 
diplomacy y in place of the proven bilatet ‘al procedures which have 
served so well in the past. 

I was absent from this country during the 1930's, but from all I can 
learn the Wares, Hisses, Pressmans, Whites, and their ilk had great 
influence in the AAA and other agencies and departments having to do 
with domestic matters. Even before we entered the war some of these 
same people, or their likes, began infiltrating the State Department 
and thereafter rapidly entrenched themselves in influential positions 
there and in a series of outside agencies, which were created to handle 
various matters in the foreign fields. 

I returned to Washington shortly after these organizations, such as 
the OWI, OIAA, BEW-FEA, OSS, and ANLC had been super- 
imposed in whole or part on the Department. I witnessed these 
groups outnumber and overwhelm the career foreign and depart- 
mental services. The foreign career services, as with every organiza- 
tion, had some incompetents, and even a few thoroughly bad char- 
acters, but the majority were experienced, able, patriotic, and averaged 
as good or better than the other professions. I feel that it is the 
invaders who in major degree have given the career services a bad 
reputation. ‘The career people have been discouraged by the blunders 
and worse which they never would have committed. They have 
suffered from discrimination and unfair treatment. Career men of 
integrity and intelligence, after 20 or more years of loyal service are 
being summarily dismissed for reasons of economy while the new- 
comers of dubious antecedents and ideologies are favored as they take 
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over foreign operations. Morale is at a low point. This does not 
make for national security. 

‘The infiltration by these insidious groups and individuals has not 
been restricted to the United States. Some of these people at the 
instance of our Government have been recommended to and em- 
ployed by Latin-American governments. 

As the pattern unfolds it becomes increasingly apparent that there 
were within these groups those who had their minds and their plans 
made up. They -vere ready to strike down any opposition to them 
and their schemes. Private enterprise was anathema tothem. Often, 
they were able to prevent the establishment of sound policy and ef- 
fective action, when they could not impose their own programs. I 
fought against their phalanxes. And so I am convinced that it would 
have been better for all of us had our secret codes been stolen rather 
than for these individuals and groups to have taken over our foreign 
operations to the extent they have. 

I shall not extend myself on this aspect of the threat to our security, 
because already you have the extraordinarily accurate and informative 
exposition of J. Anthony Panuch, with which I entirely concur. 

I particularly call your attention to Mr. Panuch’s testimony in 
respect of the io to create within the Department an Office of 
Research and Intelligence. It was presented to the top echelons of 
the Department in the form of an ultimatum, which had to be accepted 
within the ho r (sic). The duplication and extravagance of this 
project alone justified its summary rejection. Had it prospered the 
entire control of policy would have passed into the groups to whom 
I have referred. It took a knock-down, drag-out fight to defeat it, 
but a small group of us finally won. 

To conclude this statement, I assure you unequivocally that the 
responsible, decent Latin Americans earnestly hope for our coopera- 
tion and leadership in the battle to stop the growth of and then to 
eliminate communism from the hemisphere. Without our collabora- 
tion they are severely handicapped and may be defeated. 

We cannot aid them effectively until we have cleaned house our- 
selves. Then, and then only, may we confidently expect our neigh- 
bors to follow suit. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I defer asking questions on this 
particular statement at this time inasmuch as the subcommittee has 
not been able to look into the facts set forth here by Mr. Braden? We 
have had no opportunity whatever to look into some of these things, 
and I would like to defer, as far as I am concerned, asking any ques- 
tions about that at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would like to ask a few questions, but they are 
general, and not particular, and I don’t believe it will violate what 
Mr. Morris has in mind in principle. 

Senator WeLker. You may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. I wanted to ask, Mr. Braden, you anticipate coming 
back before the committee to testify ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. I understood I was to come back the latter part of 
January. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you do come back, there are points touched 
on in the statement that you will be ready, willing, and able to testify 
to with more particularity. One thing, just to “clear up the record 
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now, you have offered for the record, and the chairman has accepted 
in the record a translation of Resolution of Managua. Is that an 
official translation ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. No, I don’t think it is official. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was it made by a person you can name? 

Mr. Brapen. I really don’t know who made it. I just had it. I 
have read the Spanish and have read this. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have reason to know it is accurate ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. It may be off in a word or two, but it is really accurate. 
You can get an official translation from the State Department. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You testified concerning some matters, prefacing 
your testimony with the fact that you were absent. That testimony 
was, of course, hearsay ¢ 

Mr. Brapen. Well, that wasn’t testimony. I said, you remember, 
I had heard. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, but I take it that the rest of your testimony 
when you didn’t preface it with the statement you were not present, 
was not hearsay, and not opinion, but matter that you— 

Mr. Brapen. Either my personal knowledge of facts, or my per- 
sonal convictions. The convictions may be right or wrong, but the 
facts are there to substantiatethe reasonableness of my convictions. 

Mr. SourwiNe. You made a remark about invaders into our foreign 
affairs. 

Mr. Brapen. That is just my drafting of it. I have been referring 
to groups and individuals, and I bring in the idea that we have really 
suffered by an invasion by all these insidious groups of varying 
ideologies. 

Mr. Sourwitne. When you come back, will you be prepared to tell 
who the invaders were in more detail ? 

Mr. Brapen. I won’t be very good on telling you names. I can 
name some of the names, and others could be e: asily located. But I 
can tell you what happened in various cases. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you talk about insidious groups, being rec- 
ommended by our Government, you will be able to— 

Mr. Brapen. Oh, I can give names on that; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You spoke i in defense of the career employees of 
the Foreign Service. Do you defend all career employees ? 

Mr. Brapen. No. I tried to make it clear that like any organi- 
zation they undoubtedly have had ‘incompetents, and no doubt thor- 
oughly disreputable characters. They have undoubtedly had traitors. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your point, I take it, is that— 

Mr. Braven. I said the majority were good. 

Mr. Sourwine. The career service is to be regarded as sound, in 
spite of what can be shown with respect to certain individuals? 

Mr. Brapen. It used to be. You will have some individuals who 
were espionage agents, and homosexuals, and all that kind of thing, 
but the majority, I think, were fine, and I never saw a group of men 
in business or otherwise that, on the average, stand up as well as 
these people used to. I don’t know that they do today because you 
can’t tell where the others come in. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You mentioned J. Anthony Panuch’s testimony. 
You have read it? 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you confirm it all fully ? 











129) INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


Mr. Brapen. I think I do. I didn’t see anything that I disagree 
with as I read it through. 

Mr. Sourwine. You made a statement at the conclusion that until 
ve have cleaned house, we will be unable to properly do our part in 
assisting the other Latin American Republics in their fight against 
communism. That was the extent of the statement ‘ 

Mr. Brapen. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you mean by that that we have not yet cleaned 
house ? 

Mr. Brapen. That is my very definite impression. I can’t prove 
it, but I think the insidious groups are there, and I think the second 
point is that we are going into multilateral operations instead of the 
old fashioned bilateral diplomacy. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I will reserve further questions along with coun- 
sel’s suggestion. 

Senator Weiker. Yes. I think we will not question the witness 
until he appears before us again in January. 

Io you have any further questions? 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions at this time. I might say 
as I said before, there are some things in that statement that I would 
like to question Mr. Braden about at some future time. 

Senator Wetkxer. Mr. Braden, the committee thanks you for ap- 
pearing here, for the time and effort you have given to come before 
us, and we anticipate your appearance ‘before the committee at a later 
date. You will be notified in due time. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Mr. Braden. 

(Whereupon at 4:30 p. m. the subcommittee recessed the hearing 
on Interlocking Subversion in Government Departments to hear a wit- 
ness with reference to hearings on Activities of United States Citizens 
Employed by the United Nations.) 

The documents ordered into the record on page 1285 are as follows: 


SYLLABUS ON THE COMMUNIST THREAT IN THE AMERICAS 


THE HoNoRABLE SPRUILLE BRADEN 


(Former Ambassador to Chaco Peace Conference, Colombia, Cuba and Argentina 
Former Assistant Secretary of State 
Chairman of New York City Anti-Crime Committee, Inc.) 


LECTURE BEFORE THE GREAT ISSUES COURSE AT DARTMOUTH COLLEGE MArcH 12, 1953 


Today, I speak to you, not with the formality of a lecturer, but rather as one 
who seeks the prestige of this forum in order to give maximum emphasis 
and the broadest possible circulation to his words. I prefer this freer approach 
because, drawing upon my personal experiences of many years throughout 
Latin America, I can, perhaps, more cogently sound the alarm in respect of what 
I believe is a major threat to the security of our country, the American con- 
tinents and, therefore, of civilization itself. 

It is imperative that this alarm be sounded so loudly and clearly as possible, 
because the threat to which I have referred, largely has been ignored by the 
Administrations preceeding the present one in Washington. Their negligence, 
in turn, has meant that few, if any, protective or remedial measures have been 
taken by anyone. 

What I mean by “major threat” is the “Hate the U.S. A.” campaign now being 
relentlessly waged throughout this hemisphere and the conspiracy to destroy 
the United States. 

Moscow is a principal source of, and inspiration for this threat. The Kremlin, 
in large part, gives it impetus, direction and consistency Its flood, however, 
has been augmented by substantial currents from such affluents as Peronism, 
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unwise nationalism and political corruption or expediency. Later in my talk 
I shall revert to the corrosive work of these affluents. 


WE CAN LOSE THIS HEMISPHERE 


The conspirators are the Soviet and its Communist lackeys in this part of 
the world, the Peronistas and a remnant of the old Nazis. If this conspiracy 
which already has brought our inter-American relations to a low ebb—is per- 
mitted to grow, it can cause us to lose this hemisphere just as we did China. 
It can menace our freedoms more seriously than did the Axis. 

Before this informed audience there is no need to expand on the evil objec- 
tives and measures of U. 8S. S. R. policy—total world domination by force or 
fear, cruelty, or complot. We all know the Soviet threat is gobal, whether it 
be carried out by Russia or her satellites, through overt aggression or ideological 
penetrations. 

In our Americas, Moscow’s minions employ the same tactics that have been 
used in Europe and still more in Asia: to create and spread chaos; to divide 
nation against nation and class against class; to destroy popular hope for the 
attainment of true democracy; to foment rancor against the United States 
because, in Latin America our promises always to support liberty have proven 
false and that the Four Freedoms no longer mean anything [sic]; to convince 
people that dictators and disreputable governments only exist in this hemisphere 
due to our giving them arms and military training; and, finally, to convert 
the untutored, confused and blind masses into instruments for sabotage and 
revolution. 


KREMLIN TRIES TO INCITE HATRED OF UNITED STATES 


The Kremlin believed that all Latin Americans were Indians and, like the 
Chinese, could be incited. to racial hatred against the United States. They felt 
that the methods by which China was infiltrated and taken over would be espe- 
cially effective south of the Rio Grande. Therefore, Party leaders, such as the 
Peruvian former Communist, Ravines, were taken to Moscow, where they re- 
ceived special instruction from Mao Tse-tung and other Chinese experts in what 
was known as the Yenan Way. 

The nature of the Communist penetration in Latin America is exemplified by 
what has happened in Guatemala. After the overthrow, in 1944, of the regimes 
of General Ubico and his immediate successor, General Ponce, an assembly con- 
vened to draft and adopt a new Constitution. This document went beyond the 
usual declaration of broad basic principles, into matters which more properly 
fell in the legislative field. In so doing, it adopted socialistic measures which, 
in the intervening years, have facilitated Communistic maneuvering. 


I SEB AREVALO’S LEFT-WING INTIMATIONS 


Under this Constitution, Juan Jose Arevalo was elected to the Presidency, 
taking office in early 1945. When I attended the inauguration as Special Am- 
bassador (I was then Ambassador in Cuba), I received the first intimation of 
his left-wing proclivities—his personally invited and honored guest at the inau- 
gural ceremonies was the Chilean Communist deputy, Cesar Godoy Urrutia. 
This man has since shuttled back and forth to Guatemala, serving as a close 
adviser to Arevalo. 

Arevalo was chosen President, despite a 16-year absence in Argentina, because 
the rivalry between the leaders of the revolution prevented any one of them 
from being named; and because, as a University professor, he caught the fancy 
of the students who had an active role in overthrowing Ubico. 

Many were at first disposed to discount Arevalo as an impressionable and 
idealistic intellectual, a spiritual socialist, who wished to improve the lot of 
the laboring classes and to minimize the importance of the military in govern- 
ment, but who lacked the political acumen to do very much about anything. 


AREVALO AND ARBENZ JOIN CARIBBEAN PLOTS 


Instead of turning out to be a naive and inept cultural, filled with a passion 
to do good, Arevalo proved to be a wily politician and a cunning and effective 
collaborator with the Communists, to whom he has largely delivered his country. 
He and his followers, including his successor in the presidency, Jacobo Arbenz, 
have not hesitated to join in plots and to supply arms and money wherewith 
to promote insurrections all around the Caribbean. 











1292 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


In this connection, it is pertinent to observe that in October 1952, President 
Osorio of El Salvador, only by alert and resolute action, quelled a coup in his 
country, which he declared was engineered from Guatemala. President Ar- 
benz’ ambassadors in both Colombia and Panama have been declared personae 
non grata, because of their political intriguing and Communistic agitation. 
The French had to take similar action in respect of the Communist secretary 
of the Guatemalan Legation in Paris. I might add that the Minister there 
also was a Party member. Alfredo Chocano was thrown out of Nicaragua, 
despite diplomatic immunity, when a suitcase of Communist literature was 
found in his baggage. This gentleman now enjoys the hospitality of Wash- 
ington as first secretary of his country’s Embassy. How torpid can we get? 

Messrs. Molotov, Gromyko, and Vishinsky must indeed appreciate the splendid 
cooperation they receive in the U. N. and elsewhere, from Guatemalan diplo- 
mats. It is quite incomprehensible that she was the sole American republic 
unrepresented last month at the Caracas meeting of the Inter-American Eco- 
nomie and Social Council. Surely her delegates could have muddled issues and 
otherwise aided their masters in the Kremlin. 


GUATEMALA FLOODED WITH MARXIST MOGULS 


Guatemala has been flooded continuously with Marxist moguls from all over 
the earth: De Buen and others from Spain: Luis Saillant from France: Giuseppe 
Vittorio, President of the Communist World Federation of Trade Unions, from 
Italy; Pablo Neruda, the Chilean poet and Senator, and so on through a long 
list. These foreigners openly give commands. Presidents Arevalo and Arbenz, 
with their Cabinets, have truckled to them and appointed several to official 
posts. These visitors live in luxury—literally with champagne and caviar 
in the best hotels, with all bills paid by the Guatemalan government. 

On the other hand, continuously, Guatemalan Communists and fellow travel- 
lers are sent abroad to attend Soviet-sponsored peace congresses and-for other 
purposes. 

Lombardo Toledano, the Mexican Soviet-controlled labor leader, was im- 
ported to supervise the organization of Guatemalan workers. Those put in 
charge of the union on the ground were the Communists, Victor Manuel Gutier- 
rez, Pinto Usaga, Pellecer, and Fortuny. In a letter dated September 2, 1952, 
and addressed to “Dear Comrade Mao Tse-tung,” Lombardo, after expressing 
his admiration and friendship for Communist China, said, “In spite of these 
obstacles, we, those that form the democratic forces in Mexico, are little by 
little building a firm base of disciplined partisans, guided always by the pre- 
cepts of our great leader, Jose Stalin, and animated by the brilliant example of 
the Chinese people.” Guatemala is a cornerstone of the firm base. 


AREVALO PICKS ARBENZ AS SUCCESSOR 


Approaching the end of Arevalo’s term, he and his Communist confreres picked 
as his suecessor, Col. Jacobo Arbenz, Minister of Defense. This selection 
fitted the Moscow pattern perfectly because, as I was reliably informed several 
years ago, both Arbenz and his wife were earnest students of Marx. He has 
surrounded himself with Communists, submitted to them and vigorously ex- 
ecuted their policies. It might be added that his antipathy for the United 
States is no less than that demonstrated by Arevalo. 

As a potential opposition candidate, more conservative elements picked Chief 
of Staff, Colonel Arana, who likewise had substantial army support. However, 
he was quickly eliminated from the race by as bloody and messy an assassination 
as can be imagined. So riddled was his body by sub-machinegun bullets, that his 
insides oozed forth from countless wounds. Responsible and informed Guate- 
malans and diplomats, resident in that country, have sworn to me that not 
only was Arana’s murder instigated at the very top, but the two men identified 
as his assassins were appointed to influential governmental posts. 

Subsequently other courageous men were found to stand for election to 
th: presidency. But their supporters were beaten and shot and the polls so 
rigged in all outlying districts, that they never had a chance. Communist 
candidates in the recent elections were defeated only in the capital, where 
fraud is more difficult, the church more influential and 10,000 Catholic women 
surged to the polls. 
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ARBENZ TRAMPLES CUNSTITUTION 


The Constitution prohibits political parties of an international character. 
The Communists, without cutting any ties to Moscow, merely changed their name 
to the Guatemalan Labor Party. Thereupon the Arbenz government trampled 
the Constitution underfoot by recognizing the newly christened Party as a 
legal entity. 

The Communists, presumably with official connivance, have further rein- 
forved their political domination of Guatemala by first subjugating and then 
controlling the ballots of large numbers of illiterates The latter, under the 
Constitution, have the option of voting. 

Any show of independence does not make for comfort. For instance, on October 
29, 1952, five anti-Communists were arrested for insulting the government be- 
cause, forsooth, one of them, Luis Valladares, secretary of the Anti-Communist 
Coalition Party, had been so bold as to ask that free campaigning be guaranteed 
by the government for the pre-election period. It seems that troops were present 
at the gatherings of Communist candidates to detain those who tried to catechize 
the speakers. Later dispatches reported the detention again of Valladares on 
November 7th with two other Coalition Party leaders, for having cabled con- 
gratulations to General Eisenhower upon his election. The charge was of 
“traitorously inciting the United States to intervene in the internal affairs of 
Guatemala”. All their message had said was that Eisenhower's victory meant 
“the defeat of the Red forces that threaten to destroy the peace and tranquillity 
of the American continent, that aspires to live as a legitimate democracy.” 


UNITED STATES COMMUNISTS FIND REFUGF 


Of the four top United States Communist leaders, each of whom jumped 
25,000 bail in 1949, Gus Hall was found in Mexico. Winston and Green are 
now reportedly hidden in a government plant, deep in the Guatamalan jungle. 

The authorities boast there is no censorship. However, no one without the 
privileges of a diplomatic pouch, dares to send or receive a letter which is in 
the slightest critical of either the status quo or those who are running the 
eountry. 

Moscow's campaign against the United States is facilitated at every turn 
by the control exercised over press and radio, social security and education, 
labor and peasant organizations and many other facets of life. A school to train 
Communist labor organizers operates openly under government aegis. This 
winter, the discredited film, accusing United Nations forces of bacteriological 
warfare in Korea, was widely exhibited in the public schools, staffed by gov- 
ernment employees. An effort to show the anti-Communist film, Red Menace, 
made in the United States, was forbidden by the Ministry of Education. 

In a speech last April, I said: 

“In Guatamala, next door to the Panamu Canal, Party members, fellow 
travelers, demagogues, gunmen and killers, have joined with opportunists, ex- 
treme nationalists, some of the military, and a few misguided idealists, to make 
a beachhead for international communism. 

“The Communists are a minority. But the great unarmed majority can do 
little against machine guns, tanks, and gas (mostly supplied by the U. S. A.).” 

Parenthetically, the Executive dominates an army infected with the Com- 
munist virus, even in the high echelons. These officers, one of whom was in- 
doctrinated in Czechoslovakia, command three airfields built by us during the 
War. From them bombers could fly to Panama in 2 hours and in less than 8 to 
the petroleum and chemical industries along our Gulf coast. 

Early last month (i. e., March 1952) a five-party coalition, including Com- 
munists and fellow travelers, signed a proclamation, supporting the govern- 
ment’s published program: 

1. To fight the anti-Communists, who are attempting to get organized in 
Guatamala ; 

2. To fight imperialistic (i. e., United States) investments; 

3. To work for world peace—on Soviet terms, of course. 

The Ministry of Economy and Labor, in its official publications, expounded 
its program to wipe out foreign investment. Not by expropriation. Oh no! 
that would have been “very conspicuous.” Instead, it proposed “social legislation 
and labor conflicts, with the approval and stimulation of the goverument.” This 
Ministry also suggested strict controls over foreign companies, taxes, and block- 
ing of profits to force the owners to sell, noncompliance with international 
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debts, depreciation of currency and exclusion of foreigners. As former President 
Arevalo put it: “The only way to eliminate foreign enterprise from Guatemala, is 
through labor legislation.” 

The United Fruit Company, as the largest enterprise, was the first major 
victim. Because it pays wages two or three times higher than other agricul- 
tural employers—and provides free housing, schooling, and hospitalization, 
together with many other benefits, the company could, easily and quickly, have 
settled with the workers. It was prevented from doing so, by governmental and 
judicial abuse. Its constitutional rights were repudiated by the authorities, 
at Communist instigation. 

The tragedy is that had the Fruit Company been assured of reasonable treat- 
ment, it would have invested many tens of millions of dollars in Guatemala, for 
rehabilitating old properties and developing new ones. (It could, for example, 
have done as it has in Honduras, where it converted approaching 50,000 acres of 
waste swamps into valuable banana farms. Many millions of dollars were 
spent in the country, as more dirt was moved than in digging the Panama Canal.) 
But the resultant increases in production, employment, governmental revenues 
and general well-being for Guatemala would have obstructed, if not ruined, the 
Politburo’s scheme to spead poverty and chaos in the Western World. 

While the United Fruit Company has been harrassed continuously, other U. S. 
enterprises, such as the International Railways and Pan American Airways, 
have been victimized by discriminatory regulations, taxes and other abuses. 
Labor has been led to agitate against its own best interests as well as those of 
the employers. Guatemala’s third largest export, chicle, formerly brought in 
$7,000,000 per year. The authorities have now caused it to be priced out of the 
market. Every effort has been made to disrupt the nation’s economy, to drive 
out or liquidate capital and promote political turmoil and social bedlam. This 
campaign, in effect, is financed by our purchases of coffee at high prices. 


LAND SEIZURES IN GUATEMALA 


In June, 1952, Guatemala adopted a land seizure program, thinly disguised as 
agrarian reform. The seized land does not become the property of the person 
tilling it but remains in the name of the state. The law was written by Marxists 
and is similar to that adopted for Communist China. Already there have been 
land riots, bloodshed and killings, all instigated by the Soviet’s agitators. 

The Chief Justice—who, it should be said, has always been pretty far to the 
left of center—and three associate justices of the Supreme Court voted against 
one lone colleague to uphold a petition for an injunction to prevent land seizyre 
under the so-called Agrarian Law, as unconstitutional. The high court also 
ordered the lower courts to investigate charges of illegal seizures of agricultural 
properties. 

President Arbenz forthwith in a message to Congress, refused to recognize 
the Court's right to take injunctive action, when it involved his office. By a vote 
of 41 to 9 with six absentees, the Congress upheld the President and dismissed the 
judges, appointing in their places four more tractable politicians. 

The Justices were supplanted after only 12 hours of debate. The Communist 
labor leader, Victor Manuel Gutierrez, told his fellow deputies that: “a 
people cannot live subordinated to a constitution * * * The duty of Congress 
is to support the president of the republic in this historic case because to accept 
the recourse to injunction would signify the overthrow of the agrarian reform 
law.” 

Another Communist, Ernesto Marroquin Wyss, denounced maneuvers by 
feudalistic and imperialistic—i. e., United States—interests to overthrow the 
Revolutionary Government (sic). He declaimed, “We have arrived at the 
time for the complete liquidation of the reactionaries.” 


JUDGES’ OUSTERS WERE UNCONSTITUTIONAL 


The Guatemalan constitution provides for appointment of justices by Con- 
gress, but for their removal by that body only “in cases of crime, notorious bad 
conduct or manifest incapacity.” Nevertheless, opposition deputies argued to 
no avail that ejection of the judges was unconstitutional and that no true 
charges had been brought against them. 

The incident aroused a furor. The Bar Association of Guatemala by resolu- 
tion, proclaimed that the discharges “flagrantly violate the articles of the con- 
stitution that guarantee the right of injunction.” The revulsion against the 
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congressional dismissals caused several judges to resign in protest. Judges, court 
employees and attorneys participated in protest strikes. 

The President, addressing a Communist demonstration as “dear workers,” said 
he was “very tired” of the reactionary opposition to his administration and 
would support the revolutionary causes of the people to any extreme so that 
agrarian reform could be converted into reality (sic). There followed a parade 
in which Red and Guatemalan flags were displayed. 


STUDENTS PROTEST COMMUNISTS 


The following evening some 7,000 university students and anti-Communists 
protested before the National Palace. They proposed to burn a copy of the 
constitution as a symbol of its demise. The General Federation of Workers 
and National Peasants Federation opposed the burning and further incited the 
demonstrators. The proceedings were brought to an end when the Palace Guard 
fired on the students, killing at least one person and wounding several more. 

Moscow’s agents provoked this affair only slightly over a month before the 
tenure of the Chief Justice and his three colleagues was to expire on March 
15—3 days from now! They could easily have waited in order to make the 
replacements in accordance with the Constitution. But, evidently neither they 
nor Arbenz wanted even the semblance of an orderly and legal expropriation 
and redistribution of rural lands. That would have been counter to the Krem- 
lin’s determination to subvert constitutional and legal processes and to incite 
riots at every opportunity. 

It would carry me hours beyond the time allotted for this lecture, were I to 
recount all the other harrowing details, of how Soviet-directed Communists have 
come to control the executive, legislative and judicial branches of government 
along with all other important aspects of Guatemalan life. 


GUATEMALA IS DANGEROUS BEACH HEAD 


No additional facts are required to demonstrate that our enemies have estab- 
lished a dangerous beachhead, in the very center of the hemisphere. It gives 
them a springboard for a military attack against the United States and an 
ideal depot from which to dispatch subversive and espionage agents and to 
expand their operations into all the Americas. A number of republics in the 
Caribbean area already have expressed their profound alarm. 

Clearly, this particular “good neighbor” has travelled far down the “Yenan 
Way”. How far have the rest of us gone down that “Way” or the “Moscow 
Way”? We know, from sad experience, how far and how dangerously the 
United States had slipped. Yet, I dare say that, with the exception of Canada 
and possibly Uruguay, there presently is less totalitarian penetration in this 
country than anywhere else in the hemisphere. 

Although some Latin American leaders, both in and out of government, have 
fought Communism more vigorously and intelligently than has the United 
States, it continues to spread at a frightening pace. 

Some of the armies, including officer corps, have been infiltrated. There are 
reports from responsible sources of Communist guerrillas being organized, trained 
and armed in the hinterlands of certain republics. Labor unions are widely 
subverted, by Trotskyites as well as Stalinists. Non-Communist, even anti- 
Communist politicians and parties, seeking temporary electoral advantages, have 
allied themselves with the Communists. Their ingeniousness is only equalled 
by their lack of patriotism. The Kremlin’s servitors in several capitals have 
joined with extreme nationalists to prevent the conclusion of military and other 
agreements with the United States. Potentially, one of the most serious hazards 
is the number of converts to Communism in the universities and amongst cul- 
tural groups. The Communists already are in a position by strikes and sabotage 
to hinder, if not entirely prevent, the delivery to us of copper and manganese, 
petroleum and rubber and other strategic materials from the several republics. 
This could become a life and death matter in the event of a third World War. 


ARGENTINE PATTERN DIFFERS 


I will not attempt today to recite all the details and to name each country 
where these Communistic penetrations have occurred. To do so would take 
time, while adding little or nothing to the broad pattern as shown in Guatemala. 
To this dictum there is one exemption—Argentina. The situation there differs 
radically from that in Guatemala. Also, the course of communization has de- 
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veloped from within its own government, rather than from foreign infiltration 
and subversion, as has been the case elsewhere in the hemisphere. The tactics 
of the Yenan Way do not appear to have been employed as they have in the 
other republics. Instead, the totalitarianism now ruling Argentina has been an 
evolution Beginning largely as a Nazi-inspired grab for power by a small 
group of army oflicers, it grew through corruption, expediency, and individual 
self-enrichment into a creole Syndicalist State. Gradually, while always pre- 
serving its extreme nationalism, it has moved ever closer to a Communistic 
ideology It can no longer be classified as a fascism. Because of its unique 
characteristics, it is fitting that I briefly describe it to you 

On April 28th last year, I said: 

“I am reliably informed that recently the United States was furiously assailed 
over the Guatemalan government’s radio on a program sponsored by the Argen- 
tine Foreign Office. This is not surprising, because the attacks on us by the 
officially controlled press of Argentina, the General Labor Federation, and that 
country’s labor attachés everywhere, all closely follow the Moscow line. The 
anti-U. S. tirades by Decartes—never denied to be Peron’s pen name—sound like 
those in Pravda and Izvestia. They and the speeches from the Casa Rosada use 
typically Communistic rather than Spanish affectations. Perhaps they are 
written by some of the well-known Communists, who are recognized Peronista 
apologists and counselors, such as Puigros, Unamuno, and Isaac Lebenson. The 
latter formerly was a braintruster for Lombardo Toledano. 

“Characteristically Communist procedures appear in many fields. For in- 
stance, in business IAPI, the state trading organization, is a counterpart of 
Amtorg, just as the so-called Justicialista stores are of the state-run shops in 
Russia. 

“Of course, the process of Communization is far from complete according 
to Kremlin standards, but it is on the way. Some admitted Marxists every now 
and then are still used as targets for attacks and arrest in Argentina, but it is 
a fair guess that the really important ones have joined up, just as Stalin did 
with Hitler in 1939. 

“This is portentous for the United States. The Communistic and Peronista 
ideologies are at least parallel. soth are premised on antipathies for private 
enterprise and personal freedom and on enmity for our country and everything 
it has stood for.” 

Peronism, up to 1948, was a neofascism or species of national socialism 
approximating Hitler’s. Now, it has evolved into Justicialism which, in theory 
and practice, can be defined as national Communism. * 


LOSS OF LIBERTIES 


This is proven by the record, right across the board: The brutal imprisonment 
and tortures of political prisoners; the loss of personal liberty, of freedom of 
speech, press, and assemblage; the confiscation of La Prensa; the State control 
of industry and commerce, of banking and credits and of labor, to a point where 
it is subject to the “Lider’s” slightest whim. Everything about the totalitarian 
regimes in Russia and Argentina is as identical as is the coincidence of their 
Hate the U. 8S. A. propaganda and their ambitions to dominate and eventually 
rule their neighbors. 

The complicity of Peron and his henchmen with our enemies during the last 
war continues. Many leading Nazis and Fascists are installed in Argentina. 
4 number of them are working for the government or subsidiary organizations. 

According to recent investigations by British Zone authorities in Germany, 
Nazis there and in Argentina have been jointly plotting to revive Hitler’s dream 
of world conquest. This situation deserves careful scrutiny, because German 
brains and organizing abilities added to the Communist Justicialista conspiracy 
against the United States could be more menacing to us than was the Axis in 
1939 


I SUBMIT ELEVEN CONSIDERATIONS 


Before attempting to say how this threat can be combatted effectively, it is 
necessary to explode some pat but false phrases and ideas; to abandon our naivete 
and wishful thinking; and to get down to a bedrock of facts. In this spirit, I 
submit the following considerations: 

A. There are many reasons to doubi the theory that poverty and illiteracy, 
per se, lead to and are concommitants of Communism. 
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B. Industrialization and higher living standards are not an automatie cure 
for extremist ideologies. On the contrary, communism often thrives more under 
those conditions than it does in less developed areas. 

Consequently, the Point IV and other “give-away” programs, unles:; executed 
with maximum wisdom, may promote rather than diminish Communism. In- 
ferentially, they promise an economic equality which is unattainable, since 
inequality is a coefficient of all life. They spurn the spiritual to adopt a materi- 
alistic approach, which is premised on the Communist doctrine that economic 
well-being precedes liberty. Exactly the opposite is true. By first winning our 
liberties we were able to prosper. Réligious, political, and cultural freedoms are 
the ouly guarantees of economic advancement. Without them there can be no 
enduring betterment. 

It is time we stopped preaching Marxian Materialism and defend democratic 
Capitalism, not as perfect, but because: (a) the ownership and inheritance of 
private property are human rights and (b) free, competitive, private enterprise, 
given time, will force an overall improvement. 

C. Party leaders usually are intellectuals and not horny-handed sons of toil 
drawn from the laboring classes. 

D. Card-carrying Party members are not necessarily the most dangerous. 
Rather, they are used to provoke strikes, riots, and insurrection. They serve 
as targets for attack or arrest—as, for instance, when a Peron wishes to pretend 
he is anti-Communist. 

The really important leaders remain incognito. Gerhardt Eisler’s former 
wife doesn’t believe he ever had a card. Old Communist hands declare it would 
have been ridiculous to endanger Alver Hiss’ usefulness by permitting him to 
be a card-carrying member. 

E. Communism itself, since the end justifies any means, is to be considered 
only an instrument, an extraordinarily useful one to be employed at every 
opportunity. But even it may be temporarily denied or cast aside, if circum- 
stances so require. 

F. Never must we underestimate our antagonists. Neither should we over- 
estimate them as we did the Nazis for a while. Now we are too prone to regard 
the Soviet’s cohorts as supermen. They are nothing of the kind—in fact, the 
exclusion of all ideas from abroad, coupled with their attempts to control every- 
thing, even to the thoughts of their citizens, in the end will put them competitively 
at a disadvantage. 

G. Broadcasting badly played rhumbas and tangoes over the Voice of Americ 
is not the way to win the hearts and minds of Latin America. 

Over the last ten years, I have repeatedly, but unsuccessfully, tried to convince 
the appropriate officers in the State Department that our friends to the South 
both possess an acute sense of humor and have many witty writers and car- 
toonists. For a fractional part of the cost of the Voice, we could employ these 
people to laugh the Communists right out of the hemisphere. Ridicule can be 
a lethal weapon. 

H. It injures our cause to toady to dictators and disreputable governments, 
simply because they proclaim themselves to be anti-Communists and on our 
side. Some of them are known to have flirted with Kremlinites and never can 
they be counted on in a crisis. A few of these autocrats in this hemisphere by 
their corruption, cruelties and mass murders, have driven many into the enemy’s 
camp. What is worse, by playing up to them, we alienate thousands of gen- 
ninely democratic people, who feel we have jettisoned our principles and repudi- 
ated representative constitutional government. 

I. Moscow for years has been permitted, practically unmolested by our govern- 
ment, to build its legions throughout the Americas. I speak feelingly because, 
to the best of my knowledge, no other U. S. diplomat in this hemisphere earlier 
warned, or more emphatically continued to warn, Washington than I of what 
the Communists were up to. I am proud to add that I also was among the first 
to be attacked by them. 

By July 1945, Communist penetration throughout the Hemisphere had so 
increased, that I cabled twice from Buenos Aires to the President and Secretary 
of State. I recalled my previous memoranda and many dispatches, reporting that 
the U. S. S. R. was using local Communists in the Americas as an instrument of 
power polities. I pointed to the complicity between Stalin and some dictators 
in our neighborhood. I insisted we omit no precaution. Finally, I urged in the 
strongest terms that the President and Churchill, at Potsdam, put it up to Stalin, 
that we were aware of Soviet activities in Latin America, and they must stop. 
Nothing ever came of this or my other exhortations in the Department. 
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At the time, I was puzzled and frustrated. Now, in the light of the Hiss and 
other disclosures about the State Department, the reasons for my failure to 
arouse interest become fairly apparent. In fact, it is significant that when, a 
year and a half ago, I asked to see an extraordinarily important memorandum 
1 had prepared, at the end of 1944, on Communism in Cuba, not a single copy could 
be found either in the Department’s or our Habana Embassy’s files, although I 
had left several copies in both places. 

J. The degree to which the United States has adopted socialistic and eveu 
Marxist principles and laws, weakens us in the battle against the Soviet. Also, 
it sets a bad example, which other nations follow with equally debilitating re- 
sults. The quicker all of us get rid of excessive state-interventionism, the better 
it will be 

K. What have been our Government’s policies prior to January 20, 1953 in 
respect of this Communist-Peronista conspiracy against us? 

The answer is terse: Washington shamed us by extending a $125 million 
credit and selling cruisers and arms at bargain prices to Peron, an acknowledged 
enemy of the United States. It also threw Bolivia into his orbit by RFC bungling 
of tin purchases since 1945. (It should be noted, in passing, that the most 
influential man in the Bolivian Government is a Trotskyite.) With few ex- 
ceptions, our entire approach to Peron has been humiliating and it has seriously 
injured us throughout the hemisphere. Our Guatemalan policy has been namby- 
pamby It rarely seems to have advanced beyond courteously admonishing that 
Government about the dangers of Communist infiltration. How they must have 
laughed at us! 

The timidity of the outgoing administration in Washington may have in- 
spired a leading New York daily, when it editorialized on February 24th that in 
the case of Guatemala, we must proceed diplomatically with finesse and patience 
That “it must especially be made clear that the State Department is entirely 
in accord with the recognized inter-American policy of noninterference in the 
internal affairs of other countries.” And finally, “As a vital corollary to all 
this, there should be an understanding that what we hope to see in Guatemala 
is a free, democratic, prosperous and friendly country * * *” 


FIGHT FIRE WITH FIRE 


Of course we hope to see that felicity. But merely hoping will not get us 
very far in the struggle against communism. Before it is too late, we had better 
learn a few simple facts, such as: 

1. The majority of our problems in foreign affairs could have been readily 
solved if they had been intelligently handled at their inception and often even 
after a considerable time had elapsed. Argentina and Guatemala are sad ex- 
amples of our failure to take timely and appropriate action 

2. Frequently it is necessary to fight fire with fire 

3. Diplomatic “finesse and patience” are alright under the Marquis of Queens- 
berry rules, but they may bring defeat if applied in a barroom brawl, such as we 
are engaged in with the Kremlin. 

4. No one is more opposed than I to interference in the internal affairs of 
other nations. But, certain complications must be considered: 

Such are the power, wealth, and prestige of the United States that whatever 
it does or does not do or say, insofar as any other nation is affected, inevitably 
constitutes so strong an influence as to be tantamount to an interference or even 
an intervention. This is a truism, although none of us likes to utter that bad 
word, “intervention.” 


DOING NOTHING ENCOURAGES DISRESPECT 


The fact that we have done nothing positive in defense of the decent and 
genuinely democratic peoples in Guatemala and Argentina, per se, constitutes 
an intervention against them and in favor of these communistic or quasi-com- 
munistic regimes. This destroys respect for us and encourages attacks by others 
on the United States. The Communists naturally, although cynically, use this 
argument against us. 

The United States intervened in World War II to destroy those antidemocratic 
regimes, which then threatened humanity. Presently, there are Latinos who 
ask what is the difference between the latter and the modern totalitarianisms 
and tyranical dictatorship of this hemisphere? 

As a result of our failure to act forcefully now, conditions may so deteriorate 
that later, in self-defense, we may be compelled to intervene. I pray that in 
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such an eventuality the collective action of some, preferably a majority of the 
other republics can be obtained. But that might become impossible if the Red 
dust settles over a sufficient number of countries to block a two-thirds vote in the 
Organization of American States. 


SUPPRESSION OF COMMUNISM IS NOT INTERVENTION 


Above all, I should like to underscore that because communism is so blatantly 
an international and not an internal affair, its suppression, even by force, in 
an American country, by one or more of the other republics, would not consti- 
tute an intervention in the internal affairs of the former. 

The United States is spending the lives of its youth and its wealth to stop 
the spread of communism, of Soviet domination, thousands of miles to the 
Kast and West of our boundaries, across great oceans, in Europe and Asia. 
Yet, at its very portals, in this hemisphere, it blandly looks on and takes no 
effective remedial or preventative. measures against this same enemy. This 
strange paradox becomes even more alarming because the Communists are 
measurably strengthend through their conspiracy with the Peronistas. Our very 
survival as a nation may be threatened if this situation is permitted to continue 
and grow. 

I pray that the new administration will attack this danger rapidly, intelli- 
gently, and energetically. 


UNITED STATES MUST OFFER LEADERSHIP 


During this talk, I have indicated various steps to defeat the Communist- 
Peronista conspiracy. To these I would add: We must stop conditioning our 
foreign policy on fear—either fear as to how our allies and friends may react 
or fear of the Soviet ; we must proceed with audacity, firmly embedded in wisdom 
and experience; with self-confidence, that first secret of success, sustained by 
adequate economic and military preparations against the eventualities of both 
peace and war; we must inform the peoples to the south of us that the United 
States is willing to fight in defense of their as well as our own human rights 
and civil liberties; we must offer these neighbors a courageous and dignified 
leadership; we must respect them and their rights and exact the same fro 
them; lastly, we must reaffirm our dedication to'the morals taught by our 
churches and to the principles of the Constitution and Bill of Rights. 


Excerpt from Despatch 29, July 21, 1953, from American Embassy, San Salvador 


Subject: Resolutions Adopted at Extraordinary Meeting of Central American 
Ministers of Foreign Affairs 


EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE CENTRAL AMERICAN MINISTERS OF 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


“Reafirmation of Democratic Principles in Central America” 
The Extraordinary Meeting of Central American Foreign Ministers, 


WHEREAS 

The countries members of ODECA found their institutions on the democratic 
principles of the sovereign right of the people to govern themselves and on respect 
for human rights and liberties; 

The activities of international communism tend to subvert the institutions 
through enslavement of countries and individuals; 

In conformity with Article 1 of the Charter of the Organization of Central 
American States it is the duty of the Organization to seek joint solution of its 
common problems through cooperative and solidary action; 

The Republics composing the Organization of Central American States, con- 
scious of the unity of their intentions to defend and preserve the fundamental 
democratic institutions of their countries, are signatories of Resolution VI of 
the Second Meeting of Foreign Ministers held at Habana, Cuba; of the Declara- 
tion of Mexico of the Chapultepec Conference ; of ResolutionX XXII of the Fourth 
Meeting of Consultation, held in Washington, United States of America; 

For the tranquillity of their countries, rightly alarmed by the activities of the 
agents of international communism it is urgent to reaffirm the intentions estab- 
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at those international meetings, adopt joint measures of defense and make 
effective through an action of solidarity. 
RESOLVES 
I 


rst: Reatlirm the democratic principles as the fundamental basis of the 
Institutions of the Central American countries 
Second: Recognize the necessity of improving social, economic and cultural 
nditions of their peoples as the most effective measure to fortify their demo- 
cratic institutions 
Third: Reiterate the condemnation of international communism which tends 
to suppress political and civil rights and liberties 
Fourth: Recommend to their Governments that they adopt, within their re- 
spective territories and in conformity with their respective constitutional pre- 
cepts, measures leading to preventing, arresting and punishing subversive 
activities of communist agents and especially those intended to: 
(a) Prevent the unlawful use of travel documents ; 
(b) Prevent the diffusion and circulation of subversive propaganda ; 
(c) Prohibit the exportation of strategic materials to countries dominated 
by communist governments; and, 
(d) Reciprecally furnish all information on the activities undertaken by 
communist agents 


Fifth: Likewise recommend to the Governments members of the ODECA that 
they report the measures which they adopt in fulfillment of this Resolution, that 
the appropriate Ministers consult on these matters and, if the Governments deena 
it desirable, that they meet in conformity with Article 4 of the Charter of the 
Organization 

Sixth: This document will be known as the Resolution of Managua. 








